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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

• The amendment Viled on 08-06-2007 has been entered and considered. 

• Claims 1 , 3-12, and 14-26 are pending in this application. 

• Claims 2 and 13 are cancelled. 

• Claims 1, 3-12, and 14-26 remain rejected as discussed below. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
.1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) The invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 1, 3-6, 9-12, 14-18, 20-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Donahue (US 2003/0123465). 

Regarding claim 1 , Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic 
between a wireless network and a wireless device on a primary link (see figure 2, see 
page 3, paragraph [0045]. The system is configured to control data traffic between a 
wireless network and a wireless device like a PDA or cellphone), the method comprises 
setting primary link traffic flow template filter parameters at a packet control module (see 
figure 3 and page 4, paragraphs 51-53. the packet control module discloses a filtering 
data base which functions as a traffic flow template); comparing incoming packet data 
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against the primary link traffic flow template filter parameters; and controlling how the 
incoming packet data is sent to the wireless device over the primary link based on 
comparing incoming packet data against the primary link traffic flow template filter 
parameters (see page 5, paragraphs 61-64. the IP device determines the filtering level 
that need to be applied based on the client device, by comparing IP addresses 328(1)- 
(N), see figure 3. The IP device adds source routing details so that incoming data will 
get filtered depending on the filtering level required by the client). Donahue discloses a 
method of controlling packet data traffic, which further comprises receiving a primary 
packet data protocol link request message including a traffic flow template information 
element (see figure 3 and see page 5 paragraphs 61-64. the IP device, element 328 is 
controlled by the client. Therefore, it is inherent that the IP device receives a TFT 
information element), wherein setting further comprises setting primary link traffic flow 
template filter parameters based on the received traffic flow template information 
element (see figure 3 and see page 5 paragraphs 61-64. the IP device, element 328 is 
controlled by the client. Therefore, it is inherent that the IP device receives a TFT 
information element from the client device, which overwrite the previous TFT element). 

Regarding claim .3. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic 
where the controlling comprises blocking the incoming packet data from being sent to 
the wireless device based on a packet data source address being listed as a disallowed 
source address in the traffic flow template filter parameters (see page 5 paragraphs 61- 
64. based on the filtering level. Incoming packet will be filtered to block disallowed data 
from being transmitted to the receiver or client). 
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Regarding claim 4. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic 
where the controlling comprises blocking the incoming packet data from being sent to 
the wireless device based on a packet data source address being listed in a range of 
disallowed data source addresses in the traffic flow template filter parameters (see page 
5 paragraphs 59-64. based on filtering level, incoming packet will be filtered to block 
disallowed data from being transmitted to the receiver or client. The filtering routers are 
constantly updated to filter data within the range of the disallowed data, depending on 
the filtering level). 

Regarding claim 5. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic 
where the controlling comprises blocking the incoming packet data from being sent to 
the wireless device based on a packet data source address not being listed as an 
allowed source address in the traffic flow template filter parameters (see page 5 
paragraphs 61-64. data will be blocked based on the filtering level associated with the 
client. The filtering routers are constantly updated to filter data within the range of the 
disallowed data, depending on the filtering level). 

Regarding claim 6. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic 
where the controlling comprises blocking the incoming packet data from being sent to 
the wireless device based on a packet data source address not being listed in a range 
of allowed data source addresses in the traffic flow template filter parameters (see page 
5 paragraph 122, the system filters and blocks any data within a disallowed category). 

Regarding claim 9. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic, 
which comprises receiving a primary packet data protocol link request message 
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including a traffic flow template information element, an activate packet data protocol 
context request message identity element (see page 6, paragraph 77. The IP device or 
the control module is capable of receiving TFT update from the client to update the IP 
addresses that need to be filtered or blocked), and a requested packet data protocol 
address element (see page 6, paragraph 77. The IP device or the control module is 
capable of receiving TFT update from the client to update the IP addresses that need to 

* 

be filtered or blocked or the associated filtering levels in the IP device), wherein setting 
further comprises setting primary link traffic flow template filter parameters based on the 
received traffic flow template information element (see page 6, paragraph 77. the user's 
update to the IP device to overwrites the previous filtering command. Therefore, the IP 
device is set based on the last update entered by the user or client). 

Regarding claim 10. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data 
traffic where each filter parameter of the primary link traffic flow template filter 
parameters includes an evaluation precedence identifier (see page 6 paragraph 77. the 
user indicates which source addresses to be blocked or filtered). 

Regarding claim 11. Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data 
traffic, which comprises receiving a modify primary packet data protocol link request 
message, the modify primary packet data protocol link request message including a 
new traffic flow template element (see page 6 paragraph 77. the user is able to update 
and change the TFT to include or exclude limitations); and modifying the primary link 
traffic flow template filter parameters based on the new traffic flow template element 
(see page 6, paragraph 77. the user's update to the IP device to overwrites the previous 
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filtering command. Therefore, the IP device is set based on the last update entered by 
the user or client). 

Regarding claim 12. Donahue discloses a method in a wireless device of 
controlling packet data traffic between a wireless network and a wireless device on a 
primary link. The method comprises sending a primary packet data protocol link request 
message including a traffic flow template information element (see page 6, paragraph 
77. the network user sends a request to update the TFT); and receiving a primary 
packet data protocol link acknowledgement including an Internet protocol address 
(inherently, every device get assigned an IP address in order to connect to an IP 
network. Moreover, when the user updates or configures a gateway or a router, he/she 
will receive and acknowledgment according to the update requested by the user). 
Donahue discloses a method in a wireless device where the primary packet data 
protocol link request message also includes an activate packet data protocol context 
request message identity element and a requested packet data protocol address 
element (see page 6, paragraph 77. The IP device or the control module is capable of 
receiving TFT update from the client to update the IP addresses that need to be filtered 
or blocked). 

Regarding claim 14. The method disclosed by Donahue further comprises 
sending a modify primary packet data protocol link request message targeted to a 
primary packet data protocol link, the modify primary packet data protocol link request 
message including a new traffic flow template information element (see page 6, 
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paragraph 77. The IP device or the control module is capable of receiving TFT update 
from the client to update the IP addresses that need to be filtered or blocked). 

Regarding claim 15. Donahue a method in a wireless device where the traffic 
flow template information element includes packet filters for controlling how incoming 
packet data is sent to the wireless device over the primary link based on comparing 
incoming packet data against the traffic flow template information element packet filters 
(see paragraphs 61-64, the user is capable of updating the TFT to suit the his/her 
network needs. Moreover, the IP device compares IP addresses requested against the 
TFT to control incoming packets to the wireless device). 

Regarding claim 16. Donahue a method in a wireless device where the traffic 
flow template information element includes packet filters for blocking incoming packet 
data from being sent to the wireless device over the primary link based on comparing an 
incoming packet data source address against the traffic flow template information 
element packet filters (see paragraph 61-64. The IP device (gateway) recognizes the IP 
address of the wireless device. Thereafter, the IP device decides if the requested 
content needs to be filtered or blocked by comparing the IP addresses of the requested 
content and the IP database or the filter level associated with the wireless device). 

Regarding claim 17. Donahue a method in a wireless device where the traffic 
flow template information element includes packet filters for blocking incoming packet 
data from being sent to the wireless device over the primary link based on comparing an 
incoming packet data source address against a range of addresses in the traffic flow 
template information element packet filters (see paragraph 61-64. The IP device 
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(gateway) recognizes the IP address of the wireless device. Thereafter, the IP device 
decides if the requested content needs to be filtered, blocked or allowed by comparing 
the IP addresses of the requested content and the IP database or the filter level 
associated with the wireless device. The filter levels are associated with a range of IP 
addresses, associated with certain category such as violence or religion, that need to be 
blocked). 

Regarding claim 18. Donahue a method in a wireless device where the traffic 
flow template information element includes packet filters for allowing incoming packet 
data to be sent to the wireless device over the primary link based on comparing an 
incoming packet data source address against the traffic flow template information 
element packet filters (see paragraph 61-64. The IP device (gateway) recognizes the IP 
address of the wireless device. Thereafter, the IP device decides if the requested 
content needs to be filtered, blocked or allowed by comparing the IP addresses of the 
requested content and the IP database or the filter level associated with the wireless 
device) . 

Regarding claim 20. Donahue a method in a wireless device where each filter 
parameter of the primary link traffic flow template filter parameters include an evaluation 
precedence identifier (see page 6 paragraph 77. the user indicates which source 
addresses to be blocked or filtered). 

Regarding claim 21 . Donahue discloses A network gateway (see figure 2), which 
comprises a packet data protocol primary link information module (see figure 2, element 
204), the packet data protocol primary link information module including traffic flow 
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template information related to controlling which packets of data are sent to a wireless 
device on a primary link (see figure 3, element 328); and a traffic flow template packet 
control module coupled to the packet data protocol primary link information module, the 
traffic flow template packet control module configured to control which packets of data 
are sent to a wireless device on the primary link based on the traffic flow template 
information (see page 6, paragraph 77, the user updates the TFT within the IP device to 
filter or block incoming data). 

Regarding claim 22, Donahue discloses A network gateway where the traffic flow 
template information includes at least one disallowed address for blocking packets of 
data received from the at least one disallowed address and allowing packets of data . 
from other addresses to be sent to the wireless device (see page 6 paragraph 77, the 
user updates the list of IP addresses that need to be blocked from reaching the user 
device. Inherently, other addresses will be sent to the wireless device as long as they 
are not entered to be filtered). 

Regarding claim 23, Donahue discloses A network gateway where the traffic flow 
template information includes at least one range of addresses for controlling the routing 
of packets of data received from the at least one range of addresses (see page 6, 
paragraph 77. the user updates the filtering level that is needed in the IP device. 
Inherently the level of filtering included a range or a certain category of data that needs 
to be filtered). 

Regarding claim 24. Donahue discloses A network gateway where the traffic flow 
template information includes at least addresses the at least one address comprising at 
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least one of a universal resource locator address and an Internet protocol address (see 
figure 3, box 328. the filtering level are associated with content categories. URLs are 
included in the filter level chosen by the user). 

Regarding claim 25. Donahue discloses A network gateway where the traffic flow 
template packet control module is further configured to receive a primary packet data 
protocol link request message including a traffic flow template information element and 
set the traffic flow template information based on the received traffic flow template 
information element (see page 6, paragraph 77. The IP module is configured to receive 
updates from the user. The new user update overwrites any previous filter 
configuration). 

Regarding claim 26. Donahue discloses A network gateway where the traffic flow 
template packet control module is further configured to receive a primary packet data 
protocol link modify message including a new traffic flow template information element 
and set the traffic flow template information based on the new traffic flow template 
information element (see page 6, paragraph 77. The IP module is configured to receive 
updates from the user. The new user update overwrites any previous filter 
configuration). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of 
the claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of 
the various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein 
were made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation 
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under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was 
not commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

4. The factual inquiries set forth in Graham v. John Deere Co., 383 U.S. 1 , 148 
USPQ 459 (1966), that are applied for establishing a background for determining 
obviousness under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) are summarized as follows: 

1 . Determining the scope and contents of the prior art. 

2. Ascertaining the differences between the prior art and the claims at issue. 

3. Resolving the level of ordinary skill in the pertinent art. 

4. Considering objective evidence present in the application indicating 
obviousness or nonobviousness. 



5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claim 8 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over Donahue 
in view of Anderson (US 7,171,230). 

Donahue discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic where the network 
gateway comprises a gateway (IP device, figure 2). 

Donahue does not specify the gateway used as a gateway GPRS support node. 
However, Anderson discloses the usage gateway GPRS support node. Thus, it would 
have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
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use the gateway GPRS support node within the network gateway. The motivation for 
employing the gateway GPRS support node within the filtering system of Donahue 
being that it will support IP packet transmission to wireless devices such as GSM mobile 
phones. 

7. Claims 7 and 19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Donahue in view of O'Neill (US 2004/0098622). 

Regarding claims 7 and 19, Donahue discloses all the limitations of claim 1 and 

12. 

Donahue does not discloses a method of controlling packet data traffic where the 
controlling comprises redirecting the incoming packet data from being sent to the 
wireless device on a primary link based on a packet data source address being listed as 
a redirection source address in the traffic flow template filter parameters. However, 
O'Neill discloses a security system where one of the steps of controlling data comprises 
redirecting the incoming data or packets from being sent to the wireless device. Thus, it 
would have been obvious to the person of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the 
invention to use the packet redirection security step as taught by O'Neill into the packet 
controlling method of Donahue. The motivation for using the step of redirecting packets 
as taught by O'Neill into the packet control method of Donahue being that it will redirect 
packet to another link or network user such as network administrator. For example, the 
packet redirection can be used to inform or alarm the network administrator that a 
network user is attempting to access disallowed information within the network. 
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Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 08-06-2007 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In the remarks on page 9 of the amendment, the applicants' contend that the 
disclosure of Donahue doe not teach the multi-step method of determining, setting, 
comparing and controlling as disclosed in claim 1. 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. It is the examiners position that according to the 
broadest reasonable interpretation given to the claims. Donahue teaches the instant 
limitations. Note that Donahue discloses receiving a request packet and determining if 
the filtering system is active for the particular client computer. Therefore, the system 
does determine TFT information element included in the request (paragraph [0061]). In 
addition, based on the determination of the filter level, the system sets a route according 
to the filter level required by the received packets (paragraphs [0063], and [0064]). Also, 
the system compares every incoming packet data against the filtering level that needs 
to be assigned to it (paragraphs [0061]-[0064]), furthermore, the system controls 
packets sent to the wireless device based on the filtering level previously determined by 
the system. 

Regarding applicants' argument with respect to claim 12. It is believed that the 
rational given with respect the applicants' first argument above addresses the instant 
argument. 

Applicants' contend that the motivation for combining Donahue and Anderson to 
reject claim 8 is improper because the there must be some suggestion or motivation, 
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either in the references themselves o in the knowledge generally available to one of the 
ordinary skill in the art. 

In response to applicant's argument that there is no suggestion to combine the 
references, the examiner recognizes that obviousness can only be established by 
combining or modifying the teachings of the prior art to produce the claimed invention 
where there is some teaching, suggestion, or motivation to do so found either in the 
references themselves or in the knowledge generally available to one of ordinary skill in 
the art. See In re Fine, 837 F.2d 1071, 5 USPQ2d 1596 (Fed. Cir. 1988)and In re 
Jones, 958 F.2d 347, 21 USPQ2d 1941 (Fed. Cir. 1992). In this case, the person of 
ordinary skill in the art would recognize the benefit of the usage of GPRS support node 
because of the it will enhance the system and it will support IP packets transmission to 
wireless devices such as GSM mobile phones. 

Regarding claims 7 and 19, they remain rejected because the entered 
argument/amendment does not overcome the independent claims 1 and 12. 

Please note that claims 21-26 remain rejected because the entered 
amendment/argument does not address the rejection previously submitted. 

Conclusion 

9. When responding to this office action, applicants are advised to clearly point out 
the patentable novelty which they think the claims present in view of the state of the art 
disclosed by the references cited or the objections made. Applicants must also show 
how the amendments avoid such references or objections. See 37C.F.R 1.111 (c). In 
addition, applicants are advised to provide the examiner with the line numbers and 
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pages numbers in the application and/or references cited to assist examiner in locating 
the appropriate paragraphs. 

10. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mounir Moutaouakil whose telephone number is 571- 
270-1416, The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday (1pm-4: 30pm) 
eastern time. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on 571-272-3088. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MM 

Mounir Moutaouakil 
Patent Examiner 
10-19-2007 
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